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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
Abstract: 
Regression analysis is also a statistical technique so no need to write ‘regression analysis’ 
here. 
Some corrections have been made in the manuscript to accept. 
Introduction: 
Specify the meteorological parameters as somewhere it is mentioned as- relative humidity 
and wind direction while sometimes it is relative humidity and wind speed. 
Following headwinds should be explained: 

Data Availability 

Method for Data Analysis 

Results and Discussion: 

There is no description of the figures.  

Figures are required to be explained and expended for clarity 

Conclusion: Hydrocarbon data should be analysed to address the objective of the paper. 

Explain missing height? 

Results should be justified with proper references. Discussion need more relevant 

references and explanation to authenticate the study.  

Thank you for your comments. Corrections done in the manuscript as per your 
suggestion 
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